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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office action is in response to the Amendment filed on 06/12/2009. 
Claims 19, 28, and 36 are amended. 

Claims 1-44 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 19-23, 28-32, 36-40 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Regarding Claims 1 -8 and 44, Applicant appears to argue "the teachings of the prior art 
references are not sufficient to render the claim prima facie obvious" (Page 10 of Remarks). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1 071 , 
5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). In this case, Howard's reference and Hori's reference are analogous arts. They both 
specifically disclose how to download the content from the server that can support the 
motivation to combine the Howard's teaching within Hori's teaching to establish the limitations of 
Claim 1 that download the encrypted data from the content server (Hori, Abstract). Furthermore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
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to have incorporated Hori's invention within Howard to include downloading the content from the 
server to the removable memory. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been to do so 
because it would prevent distributed copyrighted data from being replicated without permission 
of the copyright owner (Hori paragraph 0010). 

Applicant further argues that "there is no indication in Hori that downloading the content 
to the removable memory instead of the user PC." It is not persuasive because the claimed 
limitation only requires "downloading the content from the server to the removable memory" 
recited in claim 1 . Moreover, Hori explicitly discloses the claimed feature in paragraph 0065 
"Memory card 110 receives the encrypted content data and license through cellular phone 100." 
It is clear that this citation reads on the claimed limitation. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., downloading 
the content to the removable memory instead of the user PC) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

In response to applicant's argument that "it is unclear which elements of Hori are believed 
to be necessary to prevent distributed copyrighted data from being replicated without permission 
of the copyright owner" (page 10 of Remarks), the fact that applicant has recognized another 
advantage which would flow naturally from following the suggestion of the prior art cannot be the 
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basis for patentability when the differences would otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte Obiaya, 
227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

For at least the above reasons, it is believed that the rejection is maintained. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 04/03/2009, 05/1 9/2009, and 
07/1 0/2009. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, 
the information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1- 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Howard et 
al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication: 2004/0103064 A1 ) hereinafter Howard in view of Hori et 
al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication: 2004/0010467 A1 ) hereinafter Hori. 

Regarding Claims 1 and 10, Howard discloses a method of downloading content from a 
server to an electronic device (Figure 1, elements 10, 30, and 40), comprising: 
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storing authentication data on a removable memory (smart card 14) (paragraph 0020), 
wherein the authentication data includes a predetermined level of content access (paragraphs 
0022-0026); 

accessing the server with the electronic device (Figure 1, elements 10, paragraph 0021); 

authenticating the removable memory by reading the authentication data from the 
removable memory (paragraph 0020) to determine the predetermined level of content access 
(paragraphs 0022-0026); and 

downloading the content from the server to the PC (paragraph 0025) according to the 
predetermined level of content access (paragraphs 0022-0026), but fails to disclose 
downloading the content from the server to the removable memory. 

However, Howard expressly discloses downloading the content from the server to the 
removable memory (Figure 6, paragraphs 0065 and 0171). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated Hori's invention within Howard to include downloading 
the content from the server to the removable memory. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been to do so because it would prevent distributed copyrighted data from being replicated 
without permission of the copyright owner (Hori paragraph 0010). 

Regarding Claim 19, Howard discloses a system for downloading content (Figure 1), 
comprising: 
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a removable memory (Figure 1, smart card 14), the removable memory including 
authentication data (paragraph 0020), wherein the authentication data includes a predetermined 
level of content access (paragraphs 0022-0026); 

an electronic device (Figure 1, element 10) configured to receive the removable memory 
(paragraph 0018); and 

a server (Figure 1 , elements 30 and 40, paragraph 0022), wherein when the electronic 
device accesses the server (paragraph 0021), the removable memory is authenticated by 
reading the authentication data from the removable memory (paragraph 0020) and determining 
the predetermined level of content access (paragraphs 0022-0026), and further 

wherein once authenticated (paragraph 0021), content according to the predetermined 
level of content access is downloaded from the server to the electronic device (Figure 1 , 
elements 10 and 40, paragraphs 0022-0026), but fails to disclose downloading the content from 
the server to the removable memory. 

However, Howard expressly discloses downloading the content from the server to the 
removable memory (Figure 6, paragraphs 0065 and 0171). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated Hori's invention within Howard to include downloading 
the content from the server to the removable memory. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been to do so because it would prevent distributed copyrighted data from being replicated 
without permission of the copyright owner (Hori paragraph 0010). 
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Regarding Claim 28, Howard discloses an electronic device (Figure 1, element 10) for 
downloading (Abstract), comprising: 

a memory slot (Figure 1 , card reader 12) configured to receive a removable memory ( 
Figure 1, smart card 14), wherein the removable memory includes authentication data 
(paragraph 0020), the authentication data includes a predetermined level of content access 
(paragraphs 0022-0026); and 

a communications interface configured for coupling to a server (Figure 1 , elements 30 
and 40, paragraph 0022), wherein when the electronic device accesses the server through the 
communications interface (Figure 1 , paragraphs 0018-0021), the removable memory is 
authenticated by reading the authentication data from the removable memory (paragraph 0020) 
to determine the predetermined level of content access (paragraphs 0022-0026), 

further wherein content according to the predetermined level of content access is 
downloaded (Figure 1, elements 10 and 40, paragraphs 0022-0026), but fails to disclose 
downloading the content from the server to the removable memory. 

However, Howard expressly discloses downloading the content from the server to the 
removable memory (Figure 6, paragraphs 0065 and 0171). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated Hori's invention within Howard to include downloading 
the content from the server to the removable memory. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been to do so because it would prevent distributed copyrighted data from being replicated 
without permission of the copyright owner (Hori paragraph 0010). 
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Regarding Claim 36, Hori discloses a removable memory (memory card 110/11 2) for 
downloading, comprising: 

authentication data (paragraph 0020), the authentication data includes a predetermined 
level of content access (paragraphs 0022-0026) 

a communications interface configured for coupling to a server (Figure 1 , elements 30 
and 40, paragraph 0022), wherein when an electronic device (Figure 1, element 10) accesses 
the server through the communications interface (Figure 1, paragraphs 0018-0021), the 
removable memory is authenticated by reading the authentication data from the removable 
memory (paragraph 0020) to determine the predetermined level of content access (paragraphs 
0022-0026), further wherein the electronic device includes a memory slot (Figure 1 , card 
reader 12) configured to receive the removable memory ( Figure 1 , smart card 14, paragraph 
0018), and further 

wherein content according to the predetermined level of content access is downloaded 
(Figure 1 , elements 10 and 40, paragraphs 0022-0026), further wherein the predetermined level 
of content access determines how much of the content on the server is available for download 
(paragraph 0025), but fails to disclose downloading the content from the server to the removable 
memory. 

However, Howard expressly discloses downloading the content from the server to the 
removable memory (Figure 6, paragraphs 0065 and 0171). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated Hori's invention within Howard to include downloading 
the content from the server to the removable memory. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
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been to do so because it would prevent distributed copyrighted data from being replicated 
without permission of the copyright owner (Hori paragraph 0010). 

Regarding Claim 44, Howard discloses a method of downloading content from a server to 
an electronic device (Figure 1), comprising: 

storing authentication data on a removable memory (smart card 14) (paragraph 0020), 
wherein the authentication data includes a predetermined level of content access (paragraphs 
0022-0026); 

accessing the server with the electronic device (Figure 1, elements 10, paragraph 0021); 

authenticating the removable memory by reading the authentication data from the 
removable memory (paragraph 0020) to determine the predetermined level of content access 
(paragraphs 0022-0026); 

wherein the authentication data is time stamped, such that the predetermined level of 
content access is available for a predetermined amount of time (paragraphs 0022-0026); and 

downloading the content from the server to the PC (paragraph 0025) according to the 
predetermined level of content access (paragraphs 0022-0026), but fails to disclose 
downloading the content from the server to the removable memory. 

However, Howard expressly discloses downloading the content from the server to the 
removable memory (Figure 6, paragraphs 0065 and 0171). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated Hori's invention within Howard to include downloading 
the content from the server to the removable memory. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
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been to do so because it would prevent distributed copyrighted data from being replicated 
without permission of the copyright owner (Hori paragraph 0010). 

Regarding Claims 2, 11, 20, 29, and 37, Howard and Hori disclose the limitations of 
Claim 1 above. Hori further discloses wherein the authenticating is performed by the server 
(Howard, paragraph 0022 and Hori paragraph 0063). 

Regarding Claims 3, 12,21, 30, and 38, Howard and Hori disclose the limitations of 
Claim 1 above. Hori further discloses wherein the removable memory is a semiconductor 
memory (Howard, Figure 1, element 14 and Hori Figure 1, element 110, paragraph 0065). 

Regarding Claims 4, 1 3, 21 , 31 , and 39, Howard and Hori disclose the limitations of 
Claim 1 above. Howard further discloses time stamping the authentication data, such that the 
predetermined level of content access is available for a predetermined amount of time 
(paragraphs 0022-0026). 

Regarding Claims 5, 14, 23, 32, and 40, Howard and Hori disclose the limitations of 
Claim 1 above. Howard and Hori further disclose wherein the server is accessed through a 
wired internet connection, further wherein the wired internet connection includes a conduit and a 
personal computer (Howard, Figure 1, paragraph 0018 and Hori Figures 1 and 4). 
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Regarding Claims 6, 15, 24, 33, and 41, Howard and Hori disclose the limitations of 
Claim 1 above. Hori further discloses wherein the server is accessed through a wireless 
connection (Figure 1 , paragraph 0076). 

Regarding Claims 7, 16, and 25, Howard and Hori disclose the limitations of Claim 6 
above. Hori further discloses wherein the wireless connection includes an internet connection 
(paragraph 0071 ). 

Regarding Claims 8, 17, 26, 34, and 42, Howard and Hori disclose the limitations of 
Claim 6 above. Hori further discloses wherein the wireless connection includes a local area 
network (paragraph 0071 ). 

Regarding Claims 9, 18, 27, 35, and 43, Howard and Hori disclose the limitations of 
Claim 6 above. Hori further discloses wherein the wireless connection includes a wide area 
network (paragraph 0071 ). 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
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mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will 
be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Contact Information 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Baotran N. To whose telephone number is (571)272-8156. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 to 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Y. Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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